* DIVIDE AND RULE1

And so the policy of l subordinate union and co-
operation ' was launched. * The Prince was granted
possession and administration but not sovereignty, and
his possession was made conditional on his remaining
faithful in allegiance and subordination to the Crown.'1
Treaties hereafter were no longer concluded on terms
of equality. Older treaties were not revised or abro-
gated. * Instead, the milder and less provocative device
of constructive interpretation was relied upon1.3
Difficulties and apparent contradictions involved in
this policy were vividly described by Lord Elgin who
succeeded Lord Canning ( 1862 ) :

' If you attempt to crush all superiorities, you
unite the Dative population in a homogeneous mass
against you. If you foster pride of rank and position,
you encourage pretensions which you cannot gratify,
partly because you dare not abdicate your own-
functions as a Paramount Power and partly because
you cannot control the arrogance of your subjects of
the dominant (sic) race. Scindia and Holkar are
faithful to us in proportion as they are weak and
conscious that they require our aid to support them
against their own subjects and neighbours. .My own
opinion is that Canning never intended to let the
chiefs get the bits into their mouths, or to lose his
hold over them. It is true that he rode them with
a loose rein, but the pace was so killing that it took
the kick out of them and a light hand and silken*
thread were all that was required. His policy of

1  Keith; A Constitutional History of India, p. 217-
2  Ibid, p. 217.